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SUBJECT: CdlPro Petition to Exercise March-Ioj Rights 


Dear Dr. Varxoos: 


The Council on Governmental Relations fcCOQR) has I serious 
cuatixns about CellPro’s petition to exercise 'march-in rights" aider 35 
USC 203 for several inventions that were patented % The Johns Hopkins 
University and subsequently licensed to Becran Ijiickioson anti Baxter 

TTfVdfTif-amr* 


The COGR membership consists of 141 rtt®m:h-iams^ U.S. 
nnivmities that participate in the transfer of technology frokn their 
laboratories to the private sector. Since its enaenmnt in 1980, de Bayb- 
Dole Act has been very effective in providing a medUnism for uMvetaties 
to actively transfer technology to the private sector jin a way than ensures 
that the public will benefit from new products aotf services. Al criikal 
failure of this process is the exclusive licensing of embryonic technologies 
to companies that are willing to PLe significant risks and main! critical 
iuY«Uncntii for the development and commfflcrdalisajcion. if such 
technologies. Exclusive licenses provide corporate ns with the rfccessar y 
protection afforded by the U.S. parent laws and thal in ram, provides an 
unporcacr Incentive to those corpuraliuu> to ia-re ,t in. developing new 
oschrejiogics. Accouluigly, COGR and its me 
conceded about any action that would decrease the . 
licensees require when they igaim» the economic ; 
fedetally-flinded hrvcxiiioas. Decreasing tiut certainty will undermine the 
extraordinarily positive societal benefits of the Bayh-Doie A cl 

The cxereiae of "tuurcb-in rights" is penninsd. under 35 USC 203 
wterx reasonable steps have not been taken to assn e practical application 
of a federally-funded invention or co alleviate heal® hr safety that are 
not reasonably satisfied by the licenses. COGR bej**v«e that chef 


universities are 
' that (jxetusive 





